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til It 25 p. 'nu , 5/2/41. 

On entering the reception room I asked the guard at the informa- 
tion desk if I could see Mr. Dreyfus. The guard replied that 
Mr. Dreyfus was "on vacation". I asked for whoever he had left 
in charge in his absence. The guard left and returned a short 
while later saying that Mr. Paltzer would see me. 

TTp&n being ushered into Mr* Plltzer’s offce I asked him if he 
was the responsible person and he replied he was. I then told him 
I was writing a story in which the Swiss Bgjik Corporation was, 
involved and had come to him to tell him, briefly, what I had- 
and to give him and the bank an opportunity to refute or deny 
any statements they considered or believed to be inaccurate. 

Whereupon I briefly summarized the Schering story, h® replied, 
when . 1 , asked if he had any comment or explanation "Me-* I 
: wont make any comment." I asked him if he denied it and he 

: gaid he had no denial. 1 . then asked him if he wasn’t aware 
that through the Schering Corporation of Bloomfield;, B'.d.,. ■ 
a total of approximately $2,335,000 was sent to Germany last 
year and he replied he’d'haVe to look the figure up to be 
certain. 

He admitted' the Swiss Bank Corporation opened its New York 

Agency righta!34tf*pEx this war 'started, and placed the date 

at October 1939 - . This had been -compimpla ted for some time, 

he said. , . 

. » 

When I asked him if it werent true that Schering Corporation 
51 f 0 owned by Chepha, and Chepha in turn 100$ owned by the 
Swiss Bank Corp. he made immediate and complete denials 
and said "completely wrong". Then, when I transposed the 
same figures and asked'liim If it were not true that SBC 
owned 51$ of Chepha, and if Chepha didn’t own 100$ Seherihgi 
he smiled and said "yes’',*: 

^ He comfirmed' the fact that the former South American subsi- 
» diaries of the Schering AG are now owned by SBC and subsidiaries 
p and on the rest of the SA story said he had "nothing special" 
to say. He did, hpwever, object to the use of the word 
^ dummies re: the relationship of the SBC and subs to the 
story. ■ 1 

- He denied that any money of the -SBC ;was conf iscated. -by the ' 

US during Wprld War 1, and claimed that the company invol- 
ved had n©t been controlled by the SBC. I had used the 
indetification "account of the SBC", but he glibly ignored 
this and spoke only of control. He had earlier declined to 
' make any comment on this .whole story and the fact of the 
pending suits in DC courts Denied that "bribes" were 
involved, or that anything wrong or illegal had been done. 
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"Completely incorrect" 
or not the SBC was act 
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his comment on the question whether 
a conduit for the transmission- 










